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Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

In response to the restriction requirement mailed February 4, 2000, Applicants 
elect to prosecute Group I, claims 1-43, drawn to methods for detection of a non-viral organism. 

The foregoing election is made with traverse, as the two groups set forth by the 
Examiner all stem from a common concept and theory, and are thus related. The Examiner 
alleges that the two inventions are distinct, as the product (kit) can be used in a materially 
different process of using. In particular, the Examiner states that the kits of Group II could be 
used for unspecified but "different" detection methods, or to synthesize polypeptides. 

Applicants respectfully point out that the probes of the instant invention 
correspond to SRP RNA (signal recognition particle RNA) and do not encode a protein. The kits 
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therefore cannot be used to synthesize polypeptides. In addition, use of the probes for 
"different" detection methods would not constitute a materially different process of using, as the 
probes would only be used to detect SRP RNA using hybridization-based detection methods. 
Hybridization-based detection methods are encompassed by the method claims of Group I. 

As such, prosecution of the claims of Groups I-II would not place a substantially 
greater burden on the Examiner. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the Examiner 
withdraw the Restriction Requirement and consider all the claims together. 

If the Examiner has any questions regarding Applicant's election, or if the 
Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this application, please 
telephone the undersigned at (415)576-0200. 
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